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DETAILED ACTION 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

1. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent granted 
on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant 
for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 351(a) shall 
have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States only if the 
international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) of such 
treaty in the English language. 

2. Claims 1, 3-7, 9, 10, 12-14, 17, 19 and 20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C 102(e) as 
being anticipated by Ortiz (U.S. Pub. No. 2002/0058499). 

Regarding claim 1, Ortiz teaches transmitting a data (i.e., information) request 
from the wireless (i.e., mobile) device to the multimedia database resources (i.e., 
computer system) via a wireless network (i.e., first communication network) (fig.l; page 
1, paragraph 0004, page 4, paragraph 0047, page 6, paragraphs 0055, 0058). 

Ortiz further teaches generating a list of all available data as a first part of a 
response to the data request (fig.l; page 4, paragraph 0047, page 6, paragraphs 0055, 
0058). (Note; since, the user selects data for rendering, it is clear that the multimedia 
database resources inherently generate a list of all available data to the WD) 

Ortiz further teaches transmitting the list of all available data from the multimedia 
database resources via the wireless network to the wireless device as a second part of the 
response to the data request (fig.l; page 4, paragraph 0047, page 6, paragraphs 0055, 
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0058). (Note; since, the user selects data for rendering, it is clear that the multimedia 
database resources inherently transmit a list of all available data to the WD) 

Ortiz further teaches selecting (i.e., designating) from the list of all available data 
a selected data to be processed and the data rendering device (DRD) (i.e., appliance) to 
which the selected data is to be applied as instructions in the wireless device (page 5, 
paragraph 0049, page 6, paragraphs 0055, 0058). 

Ortiz further teaches transmitting the instructions from the wireless device to the 
multimedia database resources via the wireless network (fig.l; page 5, paragraph 0049, 
page 6, paragraphs 0055, 0058). 

Ortiz further teaches retrieving the selected (i.e., designated) data and applying 
the selected data to the DRD via a supporting network 12 (i.e., second communication 
network) for processing according to the instructions (fig.l; page 4, paragraph 0047, page 
5, paragraph 0049, page 6, paragraphs 0055, 0058). 

Regarding claim 3, Ortiz teaches formatting (i.e., converting) the designated 
information to a formatted information suitable for the DRD by the computer system 
according to the instructions (page 2, paragraph 0009, page 4, paragraph 0047, page 6, 
paragraphs 0055, 0058). 

Ortiz further teaches transmitting the formatted information from the computer 
system to the DRD via the second communication network according to the instructions 
(page 4, paragraph 0047, page 6, paragraphs 0055, 0058). 

Ortiz further teaches applying the formatted information to the DRD for 
processing according to the instructions (page 4, paragraph 0047, page 6, paragraphs 
0055, 0058). 
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Regarding claim 3, Ortiz teaches formatting (i.e., converting) the designated 
information to a formatted information suitable for the DRD by the computer system 
according to the instructions (page 2, paragraph 0009, page 4, paragraph 0047, page 6, 
paragraphs 0055, 0058). 

Regarding claim 4, Ortiz teaches that a plurality of DRDs is connected to the 
computer system, the mobile device further designating the DRD among the plurality of 
DRDs in the instructions (page 5, paragraph 0049, page 6, paragraphs 0055, 0058). 

Regarding claim 5, Ortiz teaches that the plurality of DRDs is registered in the 
computer system (page 5, paragraph 0049). 

Regarding claim 6, Ortiz teaches that the mobile device designates the DRD by 
specifying the DRD identity in the instructions (page 5, paragraph 0049, page 6, 
paragraphs 0055, 0058). 

Regarding claim 7, Ortiz teaches that the plurality of DRDs is connected to an 
DRD server as a remote part of the computer system, and wherein the DRD server 
converts the designated information to a formatted information suitable for the DRD 
(page 4, paragraph 0047). 

Regarding claims 9 and 20, Ortiz teaches that the DRD is a printer, and the 
computer system converts the designated information to a print job in a format suitable 
for printing (page 4, paragraph 0046). 

Regarding claims 10 and 19, Ortiz teaches that the computer system converts the 
designated information inherently to a PDL format suitable for printing (page 2, 
paragraph 0009, page 4, paragraphs 0046, 47, page 5, paragraph 0054, page 6, paragraphs 
0058, 0059). 
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Regarding claim 12, Ortiz teaches that the computer system is only able to 
transmit the formatted information to the DRD if the DRD polls the computer system 
(page 4, paragraph 0047, page 5, paragraph 0054, page 6, paragraphs 0058, 0059). 

Regarding claim 13, Ortiz teaches that the computer system transmits a message 
to the mobile device after applying the designated information to the DRD (page 6, 
paragraphs 0058, 0059). 

Regarding claim 14, Ortiz teaches a first interface for receiving both information 
requests and instructions from the wireless (i.e., mobile) device via a wireless network 
(i.e., first communication network), wherein the instructions select (i.e., designate) the 
data (i.e., information) to be processed and the DRD (i.e., appliance) to which selected 
data is to be applied (fig.l; page 1, paragraph 0004, page 4, paragraph 0047, page 6, 
paragraphs 0055, 0058-0061, page 7, paragraph 0064). (Note; first interface is inherent) 

Ortiz further teaches a second interface for sending the selected data to the DRD 
via a supporting network 12 (i.e., second communication network) (fig.l; page 4, 
paragraph 0047, page 6, paragraphs 0055, 0058). (Note; second interface is inherent) 

Ortiz further teaches a server computer system connected to the first interface and 
the second interface, for processing and answering the data requests, for processing the 
instructions, and further for sending the selected data to the DRD for processing (fig. 1 ; 
page 4, paragraph 0047, page 6, paragraphs 0055, 0058-0061, page 7, paragraph 0064). 

Regarding claim 17, Ortiz teaches that the first communication network and the 
second communication network share a part of one common communication network 
(fig.l; page 4, paragraph 0047). (Note; common communication network consists of 
network server 15 and HLR 16) 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 

3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

4. Claims 2, 11, 15, 16 and 18 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Ortiz (U.S. Pub. No. 2002/0058499) and in view of Levy (U.S. Patent 
6,556,997). 

Regarding claim 2 is rejected for the same reasons as discussed above with respect 
to claim 1. Furthermore, Ortiz does not specifically teach instructing via a third 
communication network a second sub-computer system to download all available 
information from the first sub-computer system to the second sub-computer system. 
However, Levy teaches instructing via a third communication network an information 
retrieval/scheduler unit 15 (i.e., second sub-computer system) to retrieve (i.e., download) 
all available information from the web information server 12 (i.e., first sub-computer 
system) to the information retrieval/scheduler unit 15 (fig. 1 ; col.4, lines 42-57, col. 5, 
lines 14-20, col.6, line 57-col.7, line 17). 

Thus, it would have been obvious to one skilled in the art at the time of the 
invention to modify Ortiz to instruct via a third communication network a second sub- 
computer system to download all available information from the first sub-computer 
system to the second sub-computer system in order to deliver the preferred information to 
the customer. 
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Ortiz further does not specifically teach downloading all available information 
from the first sub-computer system to the second sub-computer system via a fourth 
communication network. However, Levy teaches retrieving (i.e., downloading) all 
available information from the web information server 12 (i.e., first sub-computer 
system) to the information retrieval/scheduler unit 15 (i.e., second sub-computer system) 
via a fourth communication network (fig.l; col.4, lines 42-57, col.5, lines 14-20, col.6, 
line 57-col.7, line 17). 

Thus, it would have been obvious to one skilled in the art at the time of the 
invention to modify Ortiz to download all available information from the first sub- 
computer system to the second sub-computer system via a fourth communication network 
in order to deliver the list of information from where the customer can make a choice. 

Regarding claim 11, Ortiz does not specifically teach that the second sub- 
computer system is only able to download all available information from the first sub- 
computer system if the first sub-computer system polls the second sub-computer system. 
However, Levy teaches that the information retrieval/scheduler unit 15 (i.e., second sub- 
computer system) is only able to retrieve (i.e., download) all available information from 
the web information server 12 (i.e., first sub-computer system) if the web information 
server 12 polls the information retrieval/scheduler unit 15 (fig.l; col.4, lines 42-57, col.5, 
lines 8-20, col.6, line 57-col.7, line 17). 

Thus, it would have been obvious to one skilled in the art at the time of the 
invention to modify Ortiz to allow the second sub-computer system to download all 
available information from the first sub-computer system if the first sub-computer system 
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polls the second sub-computer system in order to deliver the authorized services to the 
customer. 

Regarding claim 15, Ortiz teaches that the data (i.e., information) is stored in a 
multimedia database resource (i.e., first sub-computer system), wherein the multimedia 
database resource is connected to the computer system, wherein the data requests select 
(i.e., designate) the multimedia database resource (fig.l; page 4, paragraph 0047, page 6, 
paragraphs 0055, 0058). 

However, Ortiz does not specifically teach that a third interface connected to the 
server computer system for receiving the information sent from the first sub-computer 
system via a third communication network. However, Levy teaches a peeler server (i.e., 
third interface) connected to the proxy server 34 (i.e., server computer system) for 
receiving the information sent from the web server (i.e., first sub-computer system) via a 
third communication network (fig.l; col.4, lines 42-57, col.5, lines 8-20, col. 6, line 57- 
col.7, line 17). 

Thus, it would have been obvious to one skilled in the art at the time of the 
invention to modify Ortiz to allow a third interface connected to the server computer 
system for receiving the information sent from the first sub-computer system via a third 
communication network in order to deliver the authorized services to the customer. 

Regarding claim 16, Ortiz does not specifically teach a fourth interface connected 
to the server computer system for sending the information received from the first sub- 
computer system to a second sub-computer system via a fourth communication network. 
However, Levy teaches a fourth interface connected to the proxy server 34 (i.e., server 
computer system) for sending the information received from the web information server 
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12 (i.e., first sub-computer system) to a information retrieval/scheduler unit 15 (i.e., 
second sub-computer system) via a fourth communication network (fig.l; col. 4, lines 42- 
57, col.5, lines 8-20, col. 6, line 57-col.7, line 17). 

Thus, it would have been obvious to one skilled in the art at the time of the 
invention to modify Ortiz to allow a fourth interface connected to the server computer 
system for sending the information received from the first sub-computer system to a 
second sub-computer system via a fourth communication network in order to deliver the 
authorized services to the customer based on the customer preference. 

Regarding claim 18 is rejected for the same reasons as discussed above with 
respect to claim 17. 

5. Claim 8 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Ortiz (U.S. 
Pub. No. 2002/0058499) and in view of Kimball (U.S. Patent 5,953,322) and further in 
view of Iwama et al. (U.S. Patent No. 6,600,735). 

Regarding claim 8, Ortiz does not specifically teache that the first communication 
network includes a gateway with which the mobile device communicates by using 
standard telecommunication protocols, and the gateway converts the instructions to a 
format which the computer system understands. 

Kimball teaches a cellular Internet telephone (title, abstract) that supports 
connections between an Internet call and a mobile station (figure 1). 

The examiner notes that "gateway" is known in the art of phone communications 
and provide translation between two disparate networks. 

Iwama teaches an Internet telephone connection supports a call connection to the 
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PSTN through a gateway device (figure 1, #102a) for use in an Internet telephone system 
having a gateway device (col.l, lines 15-53). 

It would have been obvious to one skilled in the art at the time of the invention to 
modify Ortiz, such that gateway and Internet are supported, to provide means for 
computer processors are used for connections to the Internet as is known in the art. 

Conclusion 

6. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Md S Elahee whose telephone number is (703) 305-4822. 
The examiner can normally be reached on Mon to Fri from 8:30am to 5:00pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Fan Tsang can be reached on (703) 305-4895. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status 
information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. For 
more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you 
have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business 
Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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